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22 April 1946

ASNORANDU FOU:  Admiral Souers

GUBJECT: Propesed Policy on (Clearance of
personnel for Duties with C.T.G.

TROLOSURE s tiemo for Director of Central intelligence from
Acting Chief, Central Flanning Staff, sane sub=
Ject, dated 11 April (received by Secretary,
NeT+Aey on 15 April)

1. At tha C.l.5. Counell meeting this morning the following quns-
tions were raicad with rafereice Lo the enclosure:

a. Stould the resmonsidbility for security clearance rest with
tho departments, as provided in paragraph & of the proposed directive,
or with the C.L.G.?

be Is it necessary that the proposed directive be approved by
the T.A.B., or should it be issued individually by the Director of
Central Intellizence?

c. chould exceptions require concurrence by menboer departnents
of C.I.G., as provided in paragraph 12 of the proposed directive, or
should the Director of Central Tntelligence be authorized to make ex-
capltions a3 ha saag {1t? "

2 igth reference to 1-a above, it was agreed that in any case re-
aponsibility for the security of C.I.G. rests with the Director, re-
gardless of the arrangements for investigation and clearauce of indi-
viduals. Central Planning Staff feels that security clearance should
be done by the departments as part of their responsibility for furnishe-
ing C.I.G« persomnel, since the individuals are employses of the various
departments. 1t was pointed out, however, that the proposed dircctive
does not provide for mandatory review by C.I.G. It was also stated that
investigation and clearance by the departments might take a considerable
lengtlh of time (90 to 120 days in the case of War). DPlacing the re-
sponsibility for investigation and clearance in C.I.G. rather than the
dopartaents would have tihe following eifects:
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a. A larger security ofiice in C.I.G. probably would be re-
quired.

be Security chacks would be expedited.
c. IFinal clearance would be performed in C.T.G. where the
ultimate respoasibility resides in any case.

e 1t waz believed that the answer to 1~b abovo depands on the
answer to l-a. I1f the departmants are to be responsible for invege
tigation aud"bLearance, it appears appropriate to obtain the concur-
rence of the I.A.B. to the proposed directive. If C.T.G. is to con-
duct the investigation and clearance, the directive might be issued
by the Director without reference to the T.A.B.

Lo iWith reference to l-c, one viemwpoint was that the Director
shculd be authorized to grant exceptions without further concurrences
and their resultant delay. The other viewpoint was that the security
representatives of the pernanent I.A.B. members should concur in ex-
ceptions since C.I.G. personrel will be bardling highly classifiec
naterial from all departuents.

be The C.T.G. Council agrred that paragraph 3-u of the propossd
directive should be re-worded as follows:

"of excallent cnaracter who are native-born citizens
of the United States and who have no mzimber of the
imnediate family or next of kin thereof subject to a
foreign power."

JMIES NN LAY, Je
Secretary, N.I.A.
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